DISSOLUTION OF PARLIAMENT	17
upon the commons. Let not the lords enter into a conference,
he said, on a bill that struck at the very root of the prerogative.
They would be sure to hear undutiful and seditious speeches,
tending to distract both houses and alienate the king and his
subjects.1 When the commons complained of this speech Ncile
apologized with tears, but the commons were still unsatisfied.
Not content with debating the bishop's speech against them in
the upper house, they strayed like lost sheep into all kinds of
trifling accusations concerning his conduct in his diocese. When
they were sharply pulled up by the king, angry complaints were
made about the royal favourites and pensioners. The result was
a dissolution. James gave his version of the trouble to the Spanish
ambassador, Sarmiento:
*The house of commons is a body without a head. The members
give their opinions in a disorderly manner. At their meetings nothing
is heard but cries, shouts and confusion. I am surprised that my
ancestors should ever have permitted such an institution to come
into existence, I am a stranger, and found it here when I arrived,
so that I am obliged to put up with what I cannot get rid oP.2
The need for money, which had been responsible for calling
a parliament, survived its dissolution* To raise funds James
issued a general appeal for a benevolence. This began with
genuinely free gifts, offered to the king by courtiers and others,
and for a time retained its original character; but it soon became
apparent that the example of generosity would not be generally
followed. Thereupon the privy council attempted to use the
sheriffs and justices of the peace as its local agents. These latter
were instructed to inform people of means, within their respec-
tive counties, that free gifts to his Majesty would be regarded as
proofs of good affections and held in grateful remembrance,3
What happened in Devonshire is typical of the whole country.
There the justices informed the privy council of their anxiety that
posterity would suffer if they established such a precedent. 'No-
thing but the fear of the just blame of after ages' impelled them
to refuse what they would always be willing to give in accor-
dance with the ancient and lawful customs of the kingdom. At
this juncture they were summoned before the council, whore it
was proved that free gifts without coercion had often been made
1 Lards' Journals, ii« 709.
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